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THE UNPREPAREDNESS OF THE DISCIPLES 
FOR THE TIDINGS OF THE RESURRECTION: 
A REJOINDER. 
BY way of preface to this discussion, I may, perhaps, be 
permitted to say how much I have appreciated Mr. 
Hamilton's able and scholarly treatment of this subject, 
as well as the dispassionate and sympathetic manner 
in which he has criticized my arguments. In addition 
to the study of his learned paper, I have had the privi- 
lege of corresponding with him at considerable length. 
And this interchange of views has shown me how 
fully he recognizes the complex nature of this 
inquiry, and the difficulty of arriving at any very sure 
conclusion. Indeed, in face of the apparent contradic- 
tions which meet us in the Gospels, and the fact that an 
undoubted element of confusion enters into the narratives 
of the Resurrection period, we can scarcely expect that 
any attempted solution of the problem before us will weld 
together the existing divergencies into a consistent whole. 
We can, at best, only hope to arrive through conflicting 
details at some conclusion not irreconcilable with the 
main features of the four-fold history. 
(r) As to the inexpectancy of the disciples: Mr. Hamil- 
ton has raised many important and intricate points in 
his criticism, all of which may be said to hinge upon 
this single question: Were the immediate followers of 
our Lord as absolutely unprepared for the tidings of the 
Resurrection as was claimed in my former article ? In 
answer, I think, we have, in part at least, to deal with 
the impression which is generally derived from the 
Gospels. Judging by reference to the rather limited 
number of books at my disposal, there seems to be a 
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128 THE UNPREPAREDNESS OF THE DISCIPLES. 
consensus of opinion amongst theologians in favour of 
my contention. According to Bishop Westcott, 
"It has often been said, and it is said still, that the belief in 
the Lord's Resurrection was shaped and spread by those who 
were familiar with the idea, and who were eager to find in it 
the fulfilment of their hopes. The narrative of St. Luke, which 
is before us, is an answer by anticipation to such assertions. 
We see here, in a vivid transcript from life, that the idea of the 
Resurrection was strange, and even alarming to the disciples 
as a body; we see that belief was enforced only after long 
rsois8tance." 1 
Dean Armitage Robinson says, 
"All (the Gospels) agree in representing the Resurrection as a 
complete surprise, though all agree in recording that our Lord 
had foretold it more than once to the disciples."2 
Another competent authority contends that the Resur- 
rection was " solemnly fore-announced, yet none the 
less totally unlooked for."' 
On the other hand, if the appendix to St. Mark's Gos- 
pel is eliminated from the evidence, as representing a 
later, unauthentic, or at least an exaggerated tradition 
of the disciples' unbelief, the contention that they were 
utterly unprepared for the Easter tidings, must be 
modified to some extent. Indeed, it is quite possible 
that even such accurate authorities as are quoted above 
may have unconsciously read into the other narratives, 
impressions really derived from this dubious source, and 
may have, in consequence, attributed to the apostles an 
excess of doubt for which there is no express warrant 
in the genuine records. It would seem, therefore, that 
Mr. Hamilton has brought to light a consideration which 
hitherto has been ignored. By his judicious analysis 
of the Gospel narratives, he has recalled theologians 
to a truer sense of proportion on this important ques- 
I The Revelation of the Risen Lord, Fifth edition, i89i, p. 65. 
2The Historibal Character of St. John's Gospel, p. S5. 
3Moberly, Lux Mundi, Essay vi., p. i71. 
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tion. He has clearly shewn, apart from St. Mark xvi. 
9-20, that the disciples, amidst all their grief and 
despondency, did not actually reject the tidings of those 
who professed to have seen the Risen Christ. 
But here it is necessary to deal with the further 
question-Is my argument regarding their presumed 
hope of some unseen manifestation of Christ weakened 
by the fact that " in the Resurrection narratives no dis- 
tinction is recognized between the true conception of the 
Resurrection which the disciples were prepared for, and 
the series of physical manifestations intended as a tem- 
porary accommodation to human infirmity, which the 
disciples refused to accept, as contradicting the express 
terms of Christ's own clearly worded instruction " ? 
I cannot but think that this objection is due in the 
main to a certain ambiguity of language in my original 
article. By a Spiritual Resurrection I had simply in 
view an enlarged conception of survival after death. I 
wished to convey the idea (not wholly remote, I think, 
from Jewish conceptions) of one existing in the unseen 
world, not in a state of mere quiescence, but working 
by spiritual methods in the hearts of men-in fact, some- 
thing which might dimly correspond to St, Paul's 
doctrine of " a life-giving spirit."4 
Accordingly, if it be granted here that the disciples 
were familiar with the doctrine of a future life, and if 
the possibility be admitted that our Lord may have 
impressed His followers with the expectation of His still 
continuing to exercise an influence from beyond the 
grave, the present objection would lose weight. Under 
such circumstances, it would not seem to be necessary 
for the Evangelists (especially in such compressed nar. 
ratives as theirs) to draw any clearly marked distinction 
between these accepted ideas, and that view of a Physical 
Resurrection, which the teaching of our Lord may (in- 
tentionally or unintentionally) have led the disciples 
' 1 Cor. xv. 45. 
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to deem impossible. If it be said in reply, that we 
might at least have expected this belief to have relieved 
their subsequent dejection, Mr. Hamilton will, I think, 
admit with me that neither of us has emphasized fully the 
stunning effect which our Lord's crucifixion must have 
had upon the minds of His followers. Their expecta- 
tions of a Messianic Kingdom, certainly in its popular 
sense, were shattered by this blow, as the sad confession, 
" we hoped that it was He who should redeem Israel,"' 
evidently implies. 
But, though they may not have actually anticipated a 
physical reappearance of the crucified Lord, yet, there 
are intimations that faith still survived, still clung to 
Him beyond the veil. The following quotations from 
Dr. Edersheim's " Life and Times of Jesus the 
Messiah " are interesting in this connexion : 
"They believed Him to be dead and did not expect Him to 
rise again from the dead-at least in our accepted sense of it. 
. . 
Of this there is abundant evidence from the moment 
of His death, in the burial spices brought by Nicodemus, in 
those prepared by the women, which were intended as against 
corruption, in their supposition that the body had been removed, 
in the perplexity and bearing of the Apostles, in the doubts of 
so many, and indeed in the express statement: 'For as yet they 
knew not the Scriptures, that He must rise again from the 
dead.' " 
Still further, although acknowledging in part the 
objections that have been brought against St. Matthew 
xxvii. 62-64, Dr. Edersheim claims that the literal way 
in which the chief priests and Pharisees interpreted our 
Lord's prediction of rising from the grave 
"gives only more emphasis to the opposite bearing of the 
disciples, and their manifest non-expectancy of a literal Resur- 
rection. 
"But if they regarded Him as really dead, and not to rise 
again in the literal sense, this had evidently no practical effect, 
s St. Luke xxiv. 21. 
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not only on their former feelings towards Hinm, but even on their faith in Him as the promised Messiah." 6 
"Accordingly, from their point of view, the prediction of 
Christ might have referred to the continuance of His work, to 
His vindication, or to some apparition of Him, whether from 
Heaven or earth, but especially to His return in glory, not to 
the Resurrection as it actually took place." 
Even when convinced by the appearance of St. Peter 
and the tidings of the two disciples from Emmaus, they 
seem to 
"have regarded His Resurrection rather as an Ascension to 
Heaven from which he had made manifestation, than as the 
appearance of His real, though glorified corporeity." 
So true is this, that even when the form of Christ 
appeared suddenly in their midst, they believed at first 
" that they were gazing (O8pc^w) on a spirit."7 
Although it must be admitted here that Dr. Eder- 
sheim's statements are not particularly clear nor 
altogether consistent, yet he apparently holds that the 
disciples expected a spiritual manifestation of the 
glorified Lord, and were in consequence amazed when 
that manifestation came within the full cognizance of 
their senses. 
(3) Mr. Hamilton very naturally and rightly points 
out that, according to the Evangelists, the disciples 
were at a loss to understand our Lord's meaning 
when, on certain occasions, he predicted His 
Resurrection. And this fact seems undoubtedly to 
militate against my original contention that they were 
instructed beforehand on the essential spirituality of His 
future Body. But if the predictions were misunder- 
stood, it is absolutely essential to inquire into the cause 
of this misapprehension. For, undoubtedly, there is a 
prevailing tendency, in the face of such difficulties as this, 
SVol. ii., p. 623. This latter statement would seem to require 
some qualification. 
7 Ibid., vol. ii., p. 643. 
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to attribute to the Apostles a certain deficiency in intel- 
lect, which on reflexion can scarcely be deemed probable. 
That St. Peter, at least, understood our Lord's reference 
to His approaching death is clearly evidenced by his 
vehement and sorrowful expostulation. And certainly, 
if Christ referred to His Resurrection, or employed the 
word Resurrection at all, there is no reason to suppose 
that the Apostles would fail to attach a common-sense 
meaning both to the expression and the idea which it was 
intended to convey-let us say, at least, with the same 
ease as an ordinarily gifted child of to-day. 
I would claim, therefore, that the element of con- 
fusion and misunderstanding which entered into the 
disciples' thoughts was not derived from the plain and 
simple statements of Death and Resurrection, but from 
the inevitable conflict of Death and Resurrection with 
the accepted apocalyptic expectations of (i) a mysterious 
withdrawal of the Messiah's presence, and (2) His sub- 
sequent Parousia-expectations which may have been 
held at one time by our Lord Himself. If this contention 
regarding the disciples is true it would explain, to a great 
extent, not only St. Peter's deprecating intreaty, but the 
growing doubts and disappointment of the Twelve, and 
their vain endeavour to reconcile the old and gladdening 
prospect with the vision of iinpending fate. Moreover, 
at the time of these predictions, there were evidently 
some allusions on the part of Christ to the vicarious 
nature of His death, the meaning of which they may 
have been wholly unable to comprehend (Mark x. 45). 
And they would naturally ask each other, why should 
the Messiah die? or, why should the Resurrection be 
necessary at all ? 
Before endeavouring to reconstruct the Apostles' 
thoughts on this latter question, it may be a suitable 
place to say, that in striving to solve the problem of their 
unpreparedness for the Resurrection, I did so on the 
assumption that the main features of the Gospels, 
especially those that are supported by the unanimous 
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consent of the four Evangelists, are historically true. 
Even if it could be shown that the resurrection of Lazarus 
from the grave is due to some uninspired tradition, the 
fact still remains that our Lord is credited by all the 
writers with having, on certain occasions, raised the 
dead to life. If this testimony is admitted, the disciples 
would naturally regard these miracles as instances of 
Resurrection, and consequently, if our Lord spoke of 
His own rising from the grave, they would instinctively 
place His future Resurrection in the same category as 
the miracles to which I have referred. 
But granting that He recognized, in some degree 
at least, the vast difference between His resumption of 
life and that of those who merely returned once more to 
the conditions of earthly existence, it would be abso- 
lutely necessary for Him to draw some clear distinction 
between these two ideas of Resurrection. Needless to 
say, the attempt to do so would plunge the disciples at 
once into a region of mystery. To be restored to life, 
and yet not to this life, to belong to the unseen, and yet 
to be manifested as well, to ascend into Heaven, and 
yet to be nearer than of old-these are paradoxes which 
even still are only spiritually discerned. It is not neces- 
sary indeed to claim that our Lord attempted fully to 
elucidate such mysteries as these. But some work of 
instruction would appear to have gone on, of which the 
Transfiguration was an object lesson. In the descent 
from the mount we distinctly mark the beginning of a 
transition period in which the old conception of Resur- 
rection is giving place however confusedly to some new 
idea. "They kept the saying, questioning among 
themselves what the rising from the dead should mean."' I admit that a whole host of difficulties follows: why 
the disciples in face of this growing revelation and repeated 
prediction should still speak of the coming kingdom in 
' St. Mark ix. to. 
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terms of worldly ambition;' why our Lord Himself 
should apparently assure His accusers, not of His Resur- 
rection, but of His coming on the clouds of Heaven ;" 
why in the garden of Gethsemane He seems still to cling 
to some other alternative rather than the cross :n these 
circumstances, one and all, shew how impossible it is 
to gain a consistent view from the various narratives. 
But, in part at least, these difficulties may be due to the 
unliterary methods of the time, and the want of syste- 
matic order and arrangement of certain sayings in the 
Synoptic Gospels. 
Still further, if it be asked why our Lord should not 
have impressed upon His followers the fact that He 
would manifest Himself visibly to them, the answer must 
at best be conjectural. Without for one moment 
adopting such a radical explanation as that " Jesus 
was not upheld by the sure and certain hope of 
a glorious Resurrection," the possibility may exist that 
the future revelation was not realized, in all particulars, 
even by Him, before His death: or, if everything was 
foreknown, He may have deemed it necessary to sup- 
press certain facts for a time, as a requisite trial of faith, 
so that His followers might experience to the full the 
reaction which arose eventually out of the failure of 
present expectations. 
(4) " Howbeit after I am raised up, I will go before 
you into Galilee."'2 My omission in not noticing this 
and kindred predictions was an oversight, due to the 
fact that my attention at the time was concentrated on 
the narrative of St. Luke, who in comparison with the 
other Synoptists is, as far at least as literary arrangement 
and attention to details go, the historian, par excellence, 
of the Resurrection. 
9 St. Matt. xx. 21. 
10 xxvi. 64. 
11 Ibid., 39. 12 St. Mark xiv. 28. 
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A careful study of chapter xxiv combined with Acts i 
would apparently lead to the conclusion that St. Luke 
has deliberately rejected the traditions of the first and 
second Gospels regarding an appointed rendezvous in 
Galilee. If we accept Loisy's theory that all these pre- 
dictions of our Lord's Death and Resurrection are un- 
historical, the problem of the unpreparedness of the 
disciples is explained at once: in that case they did not 
expect the Resurrection because its occurrence had never 
been foretold. But, if on the other hand we uphold, as 
Mr. Hamilton does, the more reasonable view, that these 
predictions were in all probability uttered in figurative 
and ambiguous language, it then devolves on us to read 
into these definite statements an element of mysticism 
and obscurity. And what apparently implies a visible 
reunion may really refer to some spiritual manifestation 
like that of Pentecost. But I do not wish to press what 
may only be (if it is even that) a mere dialectical advant- 
age, inasmuch as the predictions referred to, in their plain 
and literal meaning, militate, to some extent, against my 
theory, that the disciples expected a purely spiritual 
Resurrection. 
(5) On another point, further reflexion has enabled me 
to express my complete agreement with Mr. Hamilton, 
in rejecting the idea that our Lord's appearances in 
material form were mere acts of miraculous condescen- 
sion, by which, for evidential purposes, He momentarily 
appealed to the senses of His followers. If His risen 
Body were pure Spirit, then a tangible frame would 
afford no testimony whatever to His glorified humanity. 
These appearances would simply witness to themselves 
alone, as abnormal contradictions of the Heavenly life. 
Dr. Sparrow Simpson, whose opinion, on this point, 
attracted me at first, has himself felt the force of this 
objection, but unfortunately after qualifying his view in 
very suitable language, he completely dismisses the 
qualification from his subsequent reasoning.'3 
13 The Resurrection and Modern Thought, p. 415. 
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But, while admitting the fallacy which underlay my 
former view of this question, I do not think that our 
Lord's appeal to the senses of the disciples is necessarily 
intended by St. Luke to afford direct and positive 
evidence of the permanent and essential condition of a 
" Spiritual Body." These visible and tangible appear- 
ances seem rather to suggest the idea of a permanent and 
essential faculty in that higher stage of being, by which 
He could enter at will into terrestrial conditions. Indeed 
in all discussions on this subject, it is becoming more 
and more essential to draw some clear distinction 
between " matter " as it is at present, and what it yet 
may be when brought under the transforming influence 
of the Resurrection. Even now it cannot be claimed 
that there is any direct antithesis between " matter " and 
spirit. On the contrary, authorities on this question, 
like Sir Oliver Lodge, assume as an axiom of science 
that the ultimate basis of " matter " is something which 
in itself is not material, and the possibility is enter- 
tained of eventually causing material substances to dis- 
appear altogether from the apprehension of the senses, 
by resolving their particles back again into the 
impalpable ether from which they have been originally 
evolved." In this connexion it may be asserted without 
fear of contradiction that both physical and psychical 
research is tending towards a fuller agreement with the 
metaphysics of Theology. According to Bishop Gore 
"the risen Body of Christ was spiritual, not because it was less 
than before material, but because in it 'matter' was wholly and 
finally subjugated to. spirit, and not to the exigencies of 
physical life. Matter no longer restricted Him or hindered. It 
had become the pure and transparent vehicle of spiritual purpose. 
" Sir O. Lodge's Life and Matter, 4th ed., 190o7, p. 36. A 
curious passage occurs in the Apocryphal Johannine Acts: " Some- 
times when I would touch him I encountered a solid and firm 
body; sometimes again his nature was bodiless and unnatural 
and as nothingness." (Quoted in Sparrow-Simpson's Resurrection 
and Modern Thought, p. 93.) 
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His material presence is absolutely controlled by His 
spiritual will." " 
(6) The evidence afforded by St. John vi on the 
subject before us cannot, I think, be dismissed offhand 
on any of the grounds mentioned by Mr. Hamilton. 
In particular, the assumption that the language in this 
chapter is too mysterious to be used as an argument in 
proof of the spirituality of the Lord's glorified Body is 
opposed by leading exponents of Anglican Theology. 
" Doth any man doubt," says Hooker, " that even from 
the flesh of Christ our very bodies do receive that life 
which shall make them glorious at the latter day 
His Body is in ours a cause of immortality."" 
Bishop Gore, in speaking of the Real Presence, says 
" that if there be a real communication to us of the flesh 
and blood of Christ, it must be the flesh and blood of 
the glorified Christ, for no other exists."" Another 
writer, Mr. Darwell Stone, expresses the hope that " the 
fuller understanding of the spiritual character and power 
of the risen Body of Christ, and of the mystery of His 
ascended glory tends towards the removal of misunder- 
standings [regarding the Eucharist] of various kinds."" 
It only remains for me to sum up the conclusions to 
which I have been led in this discussion-conclusions 
which have been considerably influenced by Mr. 
Hamilton's criticism of the theory in question. 
(x) I have, as already indicated, modified my original 
view as to the absolute unpreparedness of the disciples 
for the tidings of the Resurrection. 
(2) They seem to have expected, notwithstanding the 
Crucifixion, a manifestation of our Lord in Spirit, from 
beyond the grave. 
(3) A "Spiritual Body " does not necessarily imply a 
U Body of Christ, p. i29. 
'1 Ecclesiastical Polity, v. 56, g. 
17 Quoted from Robinson's Studies of the Resurrection, p. zof. I Ibid., p. I 5. 
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body that is essentially beyond the sphere of physical 
sensation. 
(4) Accordingly, some dim hope may possibly have 
existed amongst the Apostles, after our Lord's death, of 
seeing and speaking to Him again. 
R. T. BYRN. 
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